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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -1 2 remain for examination. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. In view of the appeal brief filed 9/23/05, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New ground(s) of rejection follow below. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, see the appeal brief filed 9/23/05, with respect to the 
rejections of claims 1 , 4, 6-9, and 1 1 under 35 USC 102(e) in view of Grawrock and the 
rejections of claims 2, 3, 5, 10, and 12 under 35 USC 103(a) in view of Grawrock and 
Angelo have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has 
been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is 
made under 35 USC 103(a) in view of Grawrock and Anderson. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Grawrock (U.S. Patent 6,678,833) and further in view of Anderson (U.S. Patent 
6,161,177). 
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Referring to Claim 1 : 

Grawrock discloses a method for evaluating a boot source in a computer system 
having a processor comprising the steps of: determining the boot source used by the 
processor each time the computer system boots (col. 3, lines 40-45; col. 4, lines 25-30), 
and allowing the boot source to be specified once as a known boot source (col. 3, lines 
62-67). 

It is unclear whether Grawrock discloses further including writing the identity of a 
boot source. However, Anderson discloses this limitation (col. 3, lines 20-25). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to record the identity of a boot source into the invention disclosed by Grawrock, as 
doing so would rectify a known deficiency in Grawrock, by allowing one to check if a 
BIOS has been replaced (Grawrock, col. 1, lines 43-47; Anderson, col. 1, lines 13-20). 

Regarding claim 2: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 1 above. In addition, 
Anderson teaches specifying that the known boot source be a FLASH boot source (col. 
4, lines 33-43). 

Regarding claim 3: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach all the limitations of claim 2 above. In addition, 
Grawrock further teaches writing the identity of the FLASH boot source in a write-once 
register which identifies the boot source for future boots (col. 3, lines 40-47). 
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Regarding claim 4: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 1 above. In addition, 
Grawrock also teaches writing the identity of the boot source in a register each time the 
computer system boots (col. 4, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 5: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 1 above. In addition, 
Anderson teaches checking the boot source determined to ensure that the boot source 
is the known boot source (col. 3, lines 1-25). 

Regarding claim 6: 

Grawrock discloses a system for evaluating a boot source in a computer system 
having a processor coupled with a boot source, the system comprising: 

A first register for storing an identifier of the boot source used by the processor 
each time the computer system boots (element 345 of Figure 3; col. 3, lines 40-45; col. 
4, lines 25-30); and 

a second register for allowing the boot source to be specified once as a known 
boot source (element 330 of Figure 3; col. 3, lines 62-67). 

The Grawrock disclosure is unclear whether the identifier of the boot source 
recorded in the first register can be said to represent the identity of the boot source as 
taught by Applicant. However, Anderson teaches that one can record the identity of a 
boot source so as to distinguish it among multiple BlOSes in a computer system (col. 1, 
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lines 13-20; col. 3, lines 20-25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to record the identity of a boot source into the 
invention disclosed by Grawrock, as doing so would rectify a known deficiency in the 
secure booting system by allowing one to determine if a BIOS has been replaced 
(Grawrock, col. 1, lines 43-47). 

Regarding claim 7: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 6 above. In addition, 
Grawrock teaches wherein the computer system includes a bridge coupling the 
processor with the boot source and wherein the first register and the second register are 
located in the bridge (col. 3, lines 7-24; Figures 2 and 3). 

Referring to Claim 8: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 7 above. Grawrock further 
discloses wherein the bridge is a south bridge 1 (element 140 of Figure 1; col. 3, lines 
18-24). 

Regarding claim 9: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 6 above. In addition, 
Grawrock teaches wherein the known boot source is written only once to the second 
register (col. 3, lines 62-67). 



1 See previous Office Action regarding the equivalence of a south bridge and I/O controller hub. 
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Regarding claim 10: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 6 above. In addition, 
Anderson teaches wherein the known boot source is a FLASH boot source (col. 4, lines 
33-43). 

Regarding claim 1 1 : 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 6 above. In addition, 
Grawrock teaches wherein the identity of the boot source is capable of checking the 
boot source stored in the first register to ensure that the boot source is the known boot 
source (col. 4, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 12: 

Grawrock and Anderson teach the limitations of claim 6 above. In addition, 
Anderson teaches wherein the processor is capable of boot source stored in the first 
register to ensure that the boot source is the known boot source (col. 3, lines 1-25). 



Application/Control Number: 09/824,595 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2135 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• U.S. Patent 6,732,267 issued to Wu et al. 

• U.S. Patent 6, 1 70,056 issued to Sidie, Robert J. 

• U.S. Patent 6,003,1 30 issued to Anderson, Eric D. 

• U.S. Patent 5,828,888 issued to Kozaki et al. 

• Japanese Patent 1 1 327679A issued to Kim et al. 

• Japanese Patent 10214183A issued to Eda Hideki 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tom Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571) 272-3849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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